Introduction
The notion of austerity as a problematic informing the study of sport in Scotland is not new.
Researchers have used it to contextualise the conditions in which sports provision has been curtailed and shaped. From studies of sport and parish life during the age of improvement (Jarvie, 1998) ; to the development of sporting playgrounds for the leisure classes during the Victorian period (Dewar, 1998; Jarvie, 1991; Ray, 2001) ; to a consideration of the barriers to participation by certain groups (Research Scotland, 2016) ; the changing landscape of sporting facilities (Haynes, 2014) ; the fragmentation of sports contribution to welfare provision (Reid and Lee, 2014) ; the role of sport during the 2014 Scottish Referendum (Jarvie, 2016a) 
Austerity and the Scottish Government.
With an economic climate worsening from 2008, a Conservative Party-led coalition government assumed political leadership of the United Kingdom in May 2010. The headline fiscal approach to mitigate the impact of an economic downturn was a Comprehensive Spending Review (CSR) that outlined severe funding cuts to public spending. This paved the way for successive UK led austerity measures and policies and anti-austerity responses from successive Scottish Governments (McKendrick, Mooney, Scott, Dickie and Hardy, 2016; Parnell, Millward and Spracklen, 2014) .
It is not necessary to provide a year on year commentary to establish the fact that the Scottish Government has consistently highlighted austerity as being the key driver in UK Government A yes vote on September 18 would allow Scotland to set different priorities for public spending and that Scottish independence means no to austerity (Brooks, 2014) .
He went on:
The Scottish Government would provide a "credible and sustainable alternative to the current UK Government's fiscal strategy (Brooks, 2014) .
November 2015
In November 2015 Swinney responded to the UK Chancellor's budget by saying:
Osbourne seeks austerity out of choice not necessity. My agenda is one of fairness (Swinney, 2015:1) He added:
For our part, the Scottish Government will continue to do all we can within our means to protect the Scottish people from this ongoing austerity programme and we will continue to pressure the UK Government to rethink these cuts (Swinney,2015:1) .
December 2015
Talking to Common Space, one month later, the same Member of the Scottish Parliament (MSP) referred to a nine year period of UK Government budget cuts by stating that: 
December 2018
Finally, when introducing the draft 2018-19 budget Mackay continued to frame the introduction to the budget in austerity terms, arguing that:
Austerity and uncertainty is damaging the UK economy, with a knock-on effect on public finances. The pound has fallen, inflation has risen, and growth forecasts have been downgraded (Mackay 2017 ).
Yet, despite the prominence given to the term by Scottish Finance Ministers, the notion of austerity in Scotland is something that escapes precise definition. Its vagueness is its political allure, for it can mean anything Scottish politicians want it to mean -the reality of everyday life, the need to have more control, and or a phase of development that can be compared to other 'tough times'. It can have social, economic and political implications. The notion of austerity has arguably become one of the central political debates within and beyond Scotland.
Far too often it is portrayed as being politically neutral and yet the social, economic and political consequences of austerity are far from neutral in the lives of the people that are affected by austerity or anti-austerity policies, measures and consequences. Take, for example, the link between Scottish austerity, poverty and inequality that has been evidenced, for example, in the work of McKendrick (2016) and Bell (2015) .
A bi-polar divide that sees Scottish and UK Government choices purely in terms of austerity versus anti-austerity, London -v-Edinburgh or some other polarised view fails to be sensitive to the reality that choices are still made, opportunities can be created or missed and that the inequality gap between rich and poor applies as much to Scotland as it does other part of the UK. Studies by Beatty and Fothergill (2013; showed that the impact of welfare changes in Scotland is geographically differentiated with local authorities such as Glasgow, Inverclyde, Dundee and North Ayrshire being affected the most while Shetland, Aberdeenshire and East Dunbartonshire are affected the least. Studies by Bell and Eiser (2014) caution against equating poverty purely with areas of multiple deprivation since poverty exists both within areas of multiple deprivation but also areas of affluence. Scotland is not alone as Di Muzio (2015:2) alludes to the notion that 'the majority of the planet's inhabitants experience varying degrees of austerity, indignity and exploitation in their daily lives'. On the other hand, Oxfam (2016) concluded that a global inequality crisis is reaching new heights as the richest 1% now have more wealth than the rest of the world combined while Goldin (2013) has argued that bad governance by governments has led to an increasing number of divided nations.
The assertion that policy decisions and choices in Scotland can be explained in purely austerity and anti-austerity terms is something that needs to be further tested across a range of devolved areas of activity. Sport provides one such area of devolved activity and it is to an analysis of direct government funding for sport in Scotland that this study now turns to. Arguably, the entire budget is often framed as an SNP administration doing the best to empower communities and protect the environment in the aftermath of a decision to leave the European Union and / or the impact of UK imposed austerity.
Direct Government Funding for Sport in a Devolved
The money allocated to sport within the Health and Sport budget goes directly to the national sports agency which has the unenviable task of utilising this to lever other funds to deliver government objectives. The sports budget is divided into two sections: (a) sport and legacy, and (b) physical activity. This reflects both a resource and capital allocation. The sportscotland mission set out in the 2015-19 Corporate plan remains the same, namely, to build a world class sporting system for everyone in Scotland, where world class is seen as an expression of an aspiration and ambition to be the best 'we can be at all levels of sport'. Its vision is a Scotland where sport is a way of life, where sport is at the heart of Scottish society and has a positive impact on people and communities sport -19 Corporate Plan:2016c .
The impact of recession on sport
The national sports agency warned against the impact of recession on sport in Scotland as early it has not been stable and that's largely because capital funding fluctuates radically. We have had additional funding from Cash Back, additional funding for the Commonwealth Games and so it has gone up and down-We have just had our budget cut by about 12-13% whereas other national bodies were only cut by 3% if grassroots sports will be cushioned from the impact of a fall of almost £300m in the sums raised by Camelot for good causes in the latest financial year (Hellen, 2017:14) . In terms of Scottish Government protectionism, sport is not afforded the same degree of protection as the Arts. The increase in grant in aid afforded to Creative Scotland in 2018 saw a 21.2% increase (Wade, 2017:15) .
Austerity, Myth and Choice
The interplay of Scottish and UK policy and politics, of devolved and reserved powers continues to influence the landscape around which Scottish and UK claims around austerity and the consequences are fought over and contested. The Scottish dimensions of the austerity debate reflect the ongoing and Scotland-specific political environment (Mooney, 2016a) . There is no doubt that austerity has been an important aspect of the Scottish Government's political Scottish austerity claims need to continue to be evidenced, supported and or challenged.
Mooney (2016a), Roy (2017) and Perman (2016) provide three recent additions to the critique of a Scottish Government as the peddlers of myth. The myth of Scottish society as progressive, as a social democratic inspired state and which is pro-welfare, are some of the most obvious narratives that have accompanied the anti-austerity story. Armstrong-Walter (2016) has argued that one of the most recurring myths is the tendency to assume that people in Scotland are more enlightened when it comes to addressing poverty. Against claims that the Scottish state is being rolled back is the prospect that the Scottish Government is intervening more and more in the lives of the most impoverished, in the ability of local authorities to respond to need and in the capacity of organisations to provide real resources of hope for those on the margins of Scottish society and indeed Scottish sport (Mooney, 2016a; Eisenstadt, 2016) . While Eisenstadt might not share the view that histories and accounts of divided societies have been written at the expense of those on the margins she did, rather alarmingly, point out in the Shifting the Curve report that Scotland does not as yet have the evidence base to know what works for young people (Eisenstadt, 2017:2).
The judgements of both UK and Scottish financial and political leaders is often breathtakingly narrow in the sense that the economic consequences of austerity and the choices made often obscure broader social consequences (Sen,2015) . The moral appeal of austerity is deceptively high, if it hurts, it must be doing some good but it's effectiveness as a tool to control economies has been questioned by a number of nations. Cuts in important public welfare services and the choices that are made around what to protect and what not to protect have all too often been seen to be undermine a real social commitment to reducing inequality, tackling poverty and maintaining welfare services. The blame for such a situation has been placed at the feet of both successive UK and Scottish government administrations since the financial recession of 2008.
Decision-making without public discussion -standard practice in the making of many European policies -is not only undemocratic, but also inefficient in terms of generating reasoned practical solutions and public-buy in to the direction of travel proposed by austerity and anti-austerity measures, London and Edinburgh choices and a lack of evidence and conviction around the real social outcomes that can be delivered through sport.
In February 2017 The Edinburgh Evening News ran a story about the council's decision to sell off an 8 pitch football facility in Portobello (Pringle, 2017) . This is a story that is becoming more common across Scotland. Concern over the loss of public spaces or the plethora of signs that say 'No ball games here' is symbolically important for a number of reasons (Jarvie, 2015:4) The decline of open public spaces for sport represents a loss far deeper than any nostalgia for ways of the past. These spaces for sport are often favourite places to meet, to talk, and to feel part of a broader whole. The provision of public spaces for safe sport is often seen to be of secondary importance as planners still rip through neighbourhoods to accommodate the car or protect the use of the car over children's play (Goodwin, 2016:1) . Spaces for public sport are part of the public realm, provide an opportunity for everyone to experience the very best of what sport has to offer and can be a vital resource in the making of communities. The argument that sees sport as a space where forms of common life can be forged has still to be won. Previous forms of common life might have been forged around churches, trade unions and membership of groups. Yet, many of the institutions that provide the space to foster common life are in decline (Yates, 2016) . At the same time, the need to forge an aspirant public realm through activities such as sport remains crucial (Jowell, 2005) .
Any decline in public funding for non-statutory forms of activity, such as sport, can potentially have a detrimental impact upon the capacity and capability to rebuild public spaces at a time when countries are increasingly divided, diverse, experiencing low levels of trust and high levels of inequality.
Concluding Remarks
Austerity politics focused on cutting welfare benefits and the public services on which those on lowest incomes rely, is damaging enough. However, when areas of public life that have been primarily under the control of the Scottish Government are also enhanced or diminished the explanation might also be seen to invoke an element of choice rather than any mono-causal explanation framed around the idea of austerity being imposed from Westminster. it is impossible to compare sport and legacy and physical activity as in previous years.
There is also no distinction made between DEL resource and DEL capital for sport in the 2018-19 budget. 
